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RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION 



Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

Applicants thank the Examiner for the telephone interview conducted on July 16, 
2004. In furtherance of the Interview and in response to an Office Action dated June 16, 2004, 
Applicants respond as follows. 

Claim Rejections 35 USC §102 

In the Office Action, claims 1, 3, 4, 6 and 8-10 were rejected under 35 USC 
§1 02(b) as being anticipated by Busson et al. (U.S. patent no. 6,534,087). As discussed during 
the telephone interview and as is again respectfully pointed out herein, the issue date for the 
Busson patent is March 18, 2003 and the publication date for the corresponding patent 
application is February 14, 2002. Further, the earliest filing date for the Busson patent is June 
27, 2000. In contrast, the priority date of the present application is December 11, 1998. 
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Accordingly, the Busson patent is not a proper reference for the rejection of the present claims 
and the Examiner is respectfully requested to withdraw this rejection. 

Claim Rejections 35 USC §103 

The Examiner has rejected claim 2 as being obvious over Busson in view of 
Tucker (U.S. patent no. 6,723,890). As pointed out above, Busson is not a proper reference for 
the present application. Therefore, claim 2 cannot be rejected as being obvious over Busson in 
view of Tucker. Additionally, Applicants point out that Tucker is directed to formulations and 
methods for making neutralizing agents for chemical warfare and biological warfare agents and 
is not directed to methods for drying lactulose solution at all. 



Based on these arguments, it is believed that all pending claims i.e., claims 1-11 



are now in a condition for allowance and the Examiner is respectfully requested to allow these 
claims. If a discussion with the Applicant's attorney would facilitate the allowance of this case, 
the Examiner is respectfully requested to call the undersigned. 

This response is being filed within three months of the date of the Office Action 
and therefore it is believed that no fee is due. If, however, a fee is due, the USPTO is authorized 
to charge to Deposit Account no. 08-2442. 



HODGSON RUSS LLP 
One M & T Plaza, Suite 2000 
Buffalo, New York 14203-2391 
Telephone: 716-848-1628 
Dated: September 2, 2004 



Respectfully submitted, 
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